TOWN   AND   COUNTRY
defence, but only for the goods they need—clothes,
agricultural implements, etc.—which the Government,
owing to the war and the blockade, is not in a position
to supply.
When the food shortage was at its worst, the Govern-
ment antagonized the peasants by forced requisitions,
carried out with great harshness by the Red Army.
This method has been modified, but the peasants still
part unwillingly with their food, as is natural in view
of the uselessness of paper and the enormously higher
prices offered by private buyers.
The food problem is the main cause of popular oppo-
sition to the Bolsheviks, yet I cannot see how any
popular policy could have been adopted. The Bol-
sheviks are disliked by the peasants because they take
so much food; they are disliked in the towns because
they take so little. What the peasants want is what is
called free trade, i.e.,, de-control of agricultural pro-
duce. If this policy were adopted, the towns would be
faced by utter starvation, not merely by hunger and
hardship. It is an entire misconception to suppose that
the peasants cherish any hostility to the Entente. The
Daily News of July I3th, in an otherwise excellent
leading article, speaks of "the growing hatred of the
Russian peasant, who is neither a Communist nor a
Bolshevik, for the Allies generally and this country in
particular." The typical Russian peasant has never
heard of the Allies or of this country; he does not
know that there is a blockade; all he knows is that he
used to have six cows but the Government reduced
him to one for the sake of poorer peasants, and that it
takes his corn (except what is needed for his own
family) at a very low price. The reasons for these
actions do not interest him, since his horizon is bounded
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